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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-32 in the reply filed on April 07, 
2008 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Faulkner et al. (US 2004/0004542 A1 ) in view of James et al. (US 6,369,847 B1 ). 

Regarding claim 1, Faulkner discloses a system for communicating with a 
plurality of emergency response persons (paragraph 0003) comprising: 
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a plurality of portable communication devices for the emergency response 
persons [the mobile equipment employed by the emergency response units 315-319 to 
receive, process and display the video processing and displaying video, paragraph 
0029]; 

a central station in communication with the network, the central station including 
a video monitor and a video camera [information identifying the secured location 301 is 
simultaneously displayed along with any other pertinent information that might be of 
assistance to the security service personnel at the central station 305, paragraph 0032]; 

a plurality of remote stations in communication with the network, the remote 
stations including a video monitor and a video camera [The embodiment illustrated in 
FIG. 3 shows that the real-time video may also be transmitted to various mobile 
emergency response units 315-319. In the case of the police department, a mobile 
emergency response unit may consist of one or more police officers in a police vehicle, 
paragraph 0029]; 

wherein the central station is in communication with the portable communication 
devices to provide a message to the emergency response persons [The central station 
201 is also connected via a high-speed communications link to one or more emergency 
response agencies 21 1-215, paragraph 0024]; 

wherein the remote stations are positioned for access by the emergency 
response persons [This provides the security service personnel at the central station 
201 with real-time video of the secured location 203, paragraph 0025]; 
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a router in communication with the network for providing a bridged video 
connection between the central station and the remote stations [an emergency 
response agency routes real-time video to the emergency response agencies 21 1-215, 
paragraph 0026]; 

Faulkner fails to disclose emergency response persons are in video 
communication with each other and the central station. 

However, James teaches wherein emergency response persons located 
adjacent the remote stations are in video communication with each other and the central 
station [a medical video-conferencing system is shown generally at 84 having a plurality 
of emergency center rooms 86, 88 and 90, such as in different parts of a city or in 
different locations within a geographical region to enable a patient to be visually and 
audibly evaluated, column 8, lines 27-55]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Faulkner using the teaching of 
video conferencing in emergency as taught by James. 

This modification of the invention enables the system to have emergency 
response persons are in video communication with each other and the central station so 
that the user would remotely control functions of the processing unit. 

Regarding claims 2, 3, 17, 18, 27 and 28, Faulkner discloses a system wherein 
the network has a bandwidth and wherein the system further comprises: a system 
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integrator having access to a memory which stores a bandwidth value for the remote 
stations [paragraph 0023]; 

wherein the system integrator determines an operating bandwidth value for each 
remote station as a function of a bandwidth value stored in the memory and of a 
bandwidth of at least a portion of the network between the system integrator and the 
remote station [paragraph 0023]. 

Regarding claims 4 and 19, Faulkner discloses a system wherein the remote 
stations communicate with each other at different operating bandwidth values 
[paragraph 0022]. 

Regarding claims 5 and 20, Faulkner discloses a system wherein the remote 
stations further comprise a CODEC coupled to a video camera for transmitting packets 
of data corresponding to an output of the video camera and for receiving packets of 
data provided to an input of the video monitor [paragraph 0028]. 

Regarding claims 6, 11-13 and 22-26, Faulkner discloses a system wherein the 
system integrator prevents the transmitted or received packets of data from exceeding a 
predetermined bandwidth [paragraph 0029]. 
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Regarding claims 7-10, 14 and 15, Faulkner discloses a system wherein a 
portion of the network between a remote station and the central station comprises the 
internet [paragraph 0030]. 

Regarding claim 16, Faulkner discloses a method of responding to an 
emergency situation (paragraph 0003) comprising the steps of: 

providing a plurality of portable communication devices to a plurality of 
emergency response persons [the mobile equipment employed by the emergency 
response units 315-319 to receive, process and display the video processing and 
displaying video, paragraph 0029]; 

directing the emergency response persons from a central station via the portable 
communication devices to travel to a remote station having a video communication 
device [information identifying the secured location 301 is simultaneously displayed 
along with any other pertinent information that might be of assistance to the security 
service personnel at the central station 305, paragraph 0032]; 

routing a communication from the video communication devices to provide a 
bridged video connection between the central station and the remote stations [The 
embodiment illustrated in FIG. 3 shows that the real-time video may also be transmitted 
to various mobile emergency response units 315-319. In the case of the police 
department, a mobile emergency response unit may consist of one or more police 
officers in a police vehicle, paragraph 0029]. 
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Faulkner fails to disclose emergency response persons are in video 
communication with each other and the central station. 

However, James teaches wherein emergency response persons located 
adjacent the remote stations are in video communication with each other and the central 
station [a medical video-conferencing system is shown generally at 84 having a plurality 
of emergency center rooms 86, 88 and 90, such as in different parts of a city or in 
different locations within a geographical region to enable a patient to be visually and 
audibly evaluated, column 8, lines 27-55]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Faulkner using the teaching of 
video conferencing in emergency as taught by James. 

This modification of the invention enables the system to have emergency 
response persons are in video communication with each other and the central station so 
that the user would remotely control functions of the processing unit. 

5. Claims 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Faulkner in view of James as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Gerszberg 
et al. (UU 2002/0033416 A1). 

Regarding claims 29-32, Faulkner fails to disclose wherein the operating 
bandwidth value does not exceed 1000 Kbytes per second for the remote stations. 
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However, Gerszberg teaches a system wherein the operating bandwidth value 
does not exceed 1000 Kbytes per second for the remote stations [various digital 
bandwidth services such as 56 Kbps service paragraph 0042]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Faulkner using the teaching of 
bandwidth values as taught by Gerszberg. 

This modification of the invention enables the system to have the operating 
bandwidth value does not exceed 1000 Kbytes per second so that the user would 
remotely control functions of the processing unit. 



Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Menard et al. is cited for emergency response information distribution. 

Bhatia is cited for broadcasting messages to mobile stations within a geographic 

area. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gerald Gauthier whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7539. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (571 ) 272-7547. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Gerald Gauthier/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 

/GG/ 

April 25, 2008 



